





Philosophical Principles as a Foundation of 
the Concept of Globalisation
Abstract
Different interpretations of the concept of globalisation are discussed and the lack of its 
philosophical foundation is stressed. The possible ideological connotation in a dominant 
social context with the given primary importance to economic rationality is considered. 
Views of the distinguished authors are presented in order to understand this complex phe-







There	 are	 different	 interpretations	 of	 the	 concept	 of	 globalisation,	 and	 cri-
tiques	of	 the	mainstream	conceptualisation	of	 the	process	 of	 globalisation,	
claiming	that	it	 is	ambivalent,	and	as	such	opens	new	dilemmas.	My	paper	
will  concentrate  on  philosophical/anthropological  aspect  of  the  concept  of 
globalisation upon which  an  articulation  and  critical  re-examination of  the 
model	and	procedures	of	this	process	should	be	based.	That	is	to	say,	it	should	
rely upon certain  system of values  in order  to  explain how much declared 
politics of globalisation responds to the satisfaction of fundamental human/
existential needs and rights; or does so far promoted and practised model of 
globalisation improve a new quality of life across the entire world and justify 
its introduction as a better policy of a “New World Order”?
My preliminary statement reads:  the absence of a philosophical  foundation 

















multidimensional  project  of  globalisation which  should  be  incorporated  in 
the new concept and policy of the process of globalisation vs. a one-dimen-



























lation,	 in	 terms	of	 developing	 a	 “just	 society”	which	 can	 react	 in	 order	 to	
resolve	the	existing	and	growing	inequalities	and	misfortunes	in	a	great	part	
of the world?






And	 last,	 but	 not	 least,	 the	 question	 which	 should	 occupy	 our	 concern	 is	
whether  the  so  far  implemented model  of  globalisation would give oppor-
tunity  to  the  benefits  for  the  great  accomplishments  of  the  20th  century  to 











scepticism	 regarding	 the	 globalisation	 process,	 that	 has	 provoked	 anti-glo-
balisation and alter-globalisation mass movements.
1.
Let  us  analyze  how  the  concept  of  globalisation  has  been  interpreted  dur-
ing  the 20th	century,	and	from	what	reasons	 it	has	provoked	so	many	criti-
cisms	regarding	 the	prescribed	model.	 I	shall	pay	attention	 to	 the	audience	
to	the	following:	firstly,	 the	paradigm	of	the	concept,	secondly,	 the	context	

















with	 the	 local	 contextualisation”	 (A.	Giddens,	 1992);	 that	means	 changing	





















This	 is	 one	 of	 the	 most	 frequent	 warnings,	




















it may be confirmed  that  the decisive  role  is played by  trans/multinational 
corporations,	which	 indicates	whose	 interests	 are	 primarily	 promoted,	 and	
who are the losers of globalisation.
Certain	authors	(e.g.	J.	Habermas	and	Z.	Bauman)	when	writing	critical	ex-
aminations of  the mainstream concept of globalisation say  that  in  reality  it 
produces	more	 ambivalences	 and	 even	 antagonisms,	 and	by	disappearance	
of solidarity and a feeling of communality leads to fragmentation rather than 
unity	(Z.	Bauman,	1996,	18).	It	is	because	an	abstract	(global)	identity	makes	







bal community”, which may offer  better  opportunities  to  formerly  isolated 
societies	for	making	use	of	the	important	information	regarding	employment,	


































































world market which  is  in  the  hands  of  five 
leading companies with their seats mostly in 
the	 USA	 (Ibid.,	 25).	And	 McGrew	 informs	




are	unequally	 incorporated	 in	 the	process	of	
globalisation	(Ibid.,	6).
3
It	 was	 Josef	 Stiglitz	 who	 analysed	 how	 the	
transnational  companies  worked  in  differ-
ent	 societies	 (when	 IMF	 and	 World	 Bank	
were	in	question)	showing	the	complete	lack	
of  knowledge  about  the  concrete  conditions 




selves which model would  suit  them  better. 
Thus,	 such	kind	of	 implementation	has	pro-
duced  disastrous  effects  in  the  countries  of 
the	 former	 “real	 socialism”	 (see:	 J.	 Stiglitz,	
2002).
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The	world-wide	 trend	 towards	 an	anti-humanist	view-point,	 that	has	given	
priority to technological and economist interpretations of historical develop-
ment,	 has	 taken	 lead	 to	 the	mainstream	 ideology	which	underlies	 the	 con-
cept	of	globalisation.	Emphasising,	on	the	one	side,	one-dimensional	techni-
cal progress and focusing global process on the means rather than the ends;5 
while,	 on	 the	 other	 side,	mass-consumer	 society,	 as	 the	 social	 background	
of	 post-modern	world,	 promotes	 economism	 and	 hegemony	 of	 the	market	













About an  ideological connotation of globalisation  it  is Alain Touraine who 
also	 writes,	 stating	 that	 globalisation	 imposes	 a	 central	 politics,	 meaning	
that	its	nature	is	not	simply	economic	but	ideological	one,	i.e.	that	“idea	of	
globalisation	takes	in	itself	a	will	to	construct	an	extreme	capitalism,	which	




































































One	 of	 the	 disastrous	 consequences	 is	 the	
fact,	that	the	main	success	is	achieved	in	the	
production  of  highly  technically  improved 
weapons which have been used for mass kill-









But what  is  to  be  added  in  this  part  of  the  20th  century  contextual  frame-
work	of	globalisation	and	at	dawn	of	the	new	millennium,	is	the	fact	that	it	






except	 economic	one:	 like	“social	 capital”	 and	“cultural/symbolic	 capital”,	
which  explain  complexity  of  institutions  and methods  involved  in  human 
growth – it becomes clear to what extent the mainstream model of globalisa-
tion	is	impoverished,	because	it	acknowledges	only	the	profitable/economic	
capital. That  justifies  the  critical  reassessment  of  the  by-product  of  imple-
mentation of the dominant model of globalisation which denies the possible 
alternatives,	although	its	negative	effects	are	visible.6































not	 only	 amongst	 the	 citizens	 of	 the	 countries	 in	 transition,	 but	with	 their	
leaders	too,	due	to	their	one-sided	orientation	to	the	economic	growth	which 















relativism,	 without	 a	 necessary	 balance	 between	 the	 polarised	 aspects.	 It	
makes people confused and they are incapable of solving the problem: how 
will	 they	 become	 a	 part	 of	 “one	world”	without	 losing	 differences,	which	
means  to continue with  their everyday  lives and cultural  traditions. That  is 
to	say,	another	question	emerges	as	well:	how	to	escape	from	both	isolation	
and  unification  dictated  by  the  global  standardisation  from  the  creators  of 
the	mainstream	globalisation?	The	following	questions	belong	to	the	puzzled	
dilemmas:  how  to  harmonise  a  needed measure  of  homogenisation within 



















which  has  given  rise  to  the  extreme  social 
differentiation	 (see.	The	Report	 of	 J.	Binde,	
director	 of	 UNESCO,	 showing	 that	 20%	 of	
the	poor	world’s	population	have	only	1,1%	
of	 the	 world’s	 wealth).	 And	 Noam	 Chom-
sky  also  confirms  that  discrepancy  between 
the enormously rich persons and the poorest 






nomic  crisis  as  well  confirms  the  analyzed 






In	 the	 text	 “On	 the	 waste	 of	 globalization”	
(within  the  book  Wasted Lives, Modernity 
and its Outcasts,	2006.	Polity	Press).
  9




several	European	 states,	 some	 of	which	 has	
already	been	agreed	by	EU,	as	 it	 is	 the	case	
of Kosovo.
10




make  one’s  own  choice  in  accordance  with 
certain	 global	 tendencies	 and	 values,	 which	
would not be deduced only from the Western 
perspective,	but	will	tend	to	integrate	all	the 



























































































As	 the	 imposed	 demands	 which	 cancel	 diversities,	 globalisation	 imperils	
human/citizens’	rights,	due	to	their	unequal	access	with	the	“great	powers”	
which	command	the	ends	and	procedures	of	globalisation,	and	people	of	par-
ticular	 societies	who	 are	 obliged	 to	 obey	 the	 policy	 of	EU,	USA	adminis-
tration,	 IMF,	World	Bank	and	 the	biggest	 transnational	 corporations.	What	




might be much more suitable  to  the particular units  in a highly diversified 
contemporary world.
Therefore,	 the	most	 important	 question	 that	 is	 frequently	 raised	 nowadays	
reads:  how  it would  be  possible  to civilize and democratize  globalisation? 
































either  in  terms  of  “homo oeconomicus”,	 or	 “homo discursivus” (when  us-






Finally,	 let	us	answer	 the	question:	why	philosophical	 reflection	cannot	be	
denied	when	conceptualisation	of	globalisation	is	concerned?	In	anthropol-
ogy  the  agreement  has  been  reached  that man  is  a  “philosophical  animal” 
(as	Castoriadis	put	it	on	line	with	Cassirer’s	term	as	“animal	symbolicum”),	
i.e.  such  a  being who  cannot  exist without  reflection  on  his  own  creation 
– culturally conditioning human world – which assumes that thinking about 
human projects are above both instinctive mechanisms and technical/utilitar-
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Zagorka Golubović
Filozofska načela kao temelj koncepta globalizacije
Sažetak
U tekstu se raspravlja o različitim interpretacijama koncepta globalizacije te se naglašava ne-
dostatak njenog filozofskog utemeljenja. Razmatraju se moguće ideološke konotacije u domi-
nantnom društvenom kontekstu u kojem je dana presudna važnost ekonomskoj racionalnosti. 
Prezentiraju se stavovi istaknutih autora s ciljem razumijevanja ovoga kompleksnog fenomena 





Philosophische Prinzipien als Grundlage des Globalisierungskonzeptes
Zusammenfassung
Der Text erörtert verschiedene Interpretationen des Globalisierungskonzeptes, das – wie die 
Autorin unterstreicht – einer philosophischen Grundlage entbehrt. Es werden mögliche ideolo-
gische Konnotationen im herrschenden gesellschaftlichen Kontext untersucht, innerhalb dessen 
das Wirtschaftsdenken eine entscheidende Rolle spielt. Die Autorin präsentiert die Standpunkte 
renommierter Denker, um das komplexe Phänomen der Globalisierung sowie die sie begleiten-









Les principes philosophiques comme fondement du concept 
de mondialisation
Résumé
Le texte traite des différentes interprétations du concept de mondialisation puis souligne 
l’absence de son fondement philosophique. Il examine les potentielles connotations idéologiques 
dans un contexte de société dominée par la raison économique. Il présente les points de vue 
d’auteurs de référence afin de cerner ce phénomène complexe, ses controverses et ses dilem-
mes.
Mots-clés
mondialisation,	fragmentation,	rationalité	sociale,	rationalité	économique,	humanisation	de	la	mon-
dialisation
